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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

Applicant's amendment filed on 08/25/201 1 is hereby entered. 
Claim 9 is rejected under the same grounds and rationale as discussed in the 
Office Action mailed on 05/25/201 1 . 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 08/25/201 1 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

On page 6 Applicant asserts: 

cfif8t«e i&t* resptw tn view m *W wmncpts threw* 

Due to a printing error, the Office Action mailed on 08/19/201 1 was incomplete. 
A replacement Office Action containing the entirety of the incomplete Office Action was 
remailed to Applicant on 08/29/201 1 . 

On page 6-8 Applicant discusses non-prior art references published after 
Applicant's priority date. 

Examiner has fully considered these references; however, they do not overcome 
the rejections as previously applied. 
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On page 8-9 Applicant asserts: 
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On page 9 Applicant asserts: 
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On page 9 Applicant argues: 
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Examiner considers marriage to be a form of "cohabitation agreement". The 
claim recites that the couple entering into the agreement are unmarried; however, the 
claim does not preclude the couple from being married while in the agreement. 

On page 10 Applicant argues: 
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In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain 
features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies 
(i.e., the "cohabitation agreement" is not marriage) are not recited in the rejected 
claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from 
the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181 , 26 
USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

As discussed above, marriage being the agreement is within the scope of the 

claim. 



Applicant's arguments on page 10-15 merely rehash the arguments previously 
addressed above, and incorporated herein. 
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Regarding the argument that the primary reference teaches away from the 
claimed combination, it is noted that the references do not specifically discredits, 
discourages, or otherwise criticizes the combination as claimed and addressed by 
Examiner. Therefore, there is no teaching away in the applied art. 

In response to applicant's argument that the examiner's conclusion of 
obviousness is based upon improper hindsight reasoning, it must be recognized that 
any judgment on obviousness is in a sense necessarily a reconstruction based upon 
hindsight reasoning. But so long as it takes into account only knowledge which was 
within the level of ordinary skill at the time the claimed invention was made, and does 
not include knowledge gleaned only from the applicant's disclosure, such a 
reconstruction is proper. See In re McLaughlin, 443 F.2d 1392, 170 USPQ 209 (CCPA 
1971). 

In this case, no portion of the specification is relied on for the ground of rejection. 

Applicant's arguments on page 15-17 merely rehash the arguments previously 
addressed above, and incorporated herein. 



On page 17 Applicant argues: 
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Examiner has relied on Grande for this feature. 

Grande specifically teaches that health and life insurance premiums must be paid 
as part of a divorce settlement (page 652-653). 

Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art would be able to use the payouts of 
DuBroff in combination with the secondary references to pay for legal fees and other 
fees as part of a divorce settlement, wherein custodial child support is known to be one 
type of fees. 

The remaining arguments on page 17-20 have been fully addressed as 
previously submitted in the Office Action remailed on 08/29/201 1 , and incorporated 
herein. 



Conclusion 

In view of the totality of the evidence, the finality of the previous Office Action is 
hereby maintained. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tran (Ken) N. Nguyen whose telephone number is 571- 
270-1310. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 9:00 am - 5:00 
pm Eastern. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert W. Morgan can be reached on 571 -272-6773. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571 - 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/TN/ 

Examiner, Art Unit 3626 

/C. Luke Gilligan/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3626 



